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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 03/21/08 has been entered. 

Responsive to the amendment accompanying the aforementioned RCE, please note that 
none of the prior art rejections have yet been overcome by the applicant. Refer to the foregoing 
amendment for substance of applicant's rebuttal arguments and remarks. Thus, all pending 
claims remain rejected over the same art as posited hereunder on the written record. 

Election/Restrictions and Claim Disposition 

1. This application contains claims 15-23, 32 and 34-35 drawn to an invention nonelected 
with traverse in Paper No. 12/05/03. A complete reply to this final rejection must include 
cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP 

§ 821.01. 

2. Claim 39 was previously cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer. 
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Double Patenting 

3 . The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

4. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3, 1 1 and 15 of U.S. Patent No. 6797435 in 
view of Amatucci et al 5705291. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because of the following reasons: 

The '435 patent claims the following (CLAIMS 1-3, 1 1 and 15): 
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foaUcry coin prising". 

* core comprising a hiftviUttl fomr*>untU and 
at least Kvo surface a.o_ atrnein iayci s tof ritcd on said core , 
each oJ said stiftWc-troaffn<st« layers comprising ai 
least one cuiiipf.iiik: sefeeKd from the croup consisting 
of a coarioa-cletae««-inchK.tefl bvcfroxide. a coating- 
efcmait-iaclutkd oxyhydroxide, a coatinf.-ete.mtM.it- 
UK^urfcd oxycarbonate, and a «..aling-«k-racw-i.iau£jed 




(he ihhiafcil compound is sctccicd from (he group con- 
sisiinij of cam pou rids represented hy the f'otariuLis f to 



45 0,95^x^1,3, 02x203, Q£a£2> 

Vtn I M s, v. ' ,tih elements. 

A is selected from the group consisting of O, F. S and P, 

X is selected from the group consisting of F, S and P. 
3. The positive active o.tareoe! according >.o claim I, 
wherein said at Ica.sf two surffoe-treatnuou Livers comprise 

U stt l_ t ti s 1 M \ tt I i V 

11. A positive active material for a rechargeable lithium 
battery comprising: 

a core comprising a lithiated compound; 

a first surface-treatment layer formed on said core, said 60 
first surface-treatment layer comprising at least one 
compound selected from the group consisting of an 
Al-included hydroxide, an Al-included oxyhydroxide, 
an Al-included oxycarbonate, and an Al-included 
hydroxycarbonate; and 65 

a second surface-treatment layer formed on said first 
surface-treatment layer, said second surface-treatment 

14 

layer comprising at least one compound selected from 
the group consisting of an Si-included hydroxide, an 
Si-included oxyhydroxide, an Si-included 
oxycarbonate, and an Si-included hydroxycarbonate. 
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15. A positive active material for a rechargeable lithium 
30 battery, comprising: 

a core comprising a lithium-cobalt based compound; 
a first surface -treatment layer formed on said core, said 

first surface-treatment layer comprising at least one 
35 compound selected from the group consisting of an 

Si-included hydroxide, an Si-included oxyhydroxide, 

an Si-included oxycarbonate, and an Si-included 

hydroxycarbonate; and 
a second surface-treatment layer formed on said first 
40 surface-treatment layer, said second surface-treatment 

layer comprising at least one compound selected from 

the group consisting of an Al-included hydroxide, an 

Al-included oxyhydroxide, an Al-included 

oxycarbonate, and an Al-included hydroxycarbonate. 

In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the patent claims, 
thus, the application claims are anticipated by the patent claims. Accordingly, a broad 
limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow limitation/range which lies within the broad 
limitation. In re Goodman. 

The '435 patent claims a positive active material as described above. However, the '435 
patent does not expressly claim the specific weight percent of the additive compound. 

Amatucci et al disclose a positive electrode comprising a lithiated composition particulate 
comprising the positive electrode which have been coated with a passivating layer of a 
composition comprising an additive compound including a hydroxide (CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, 
lines 5-25). It is noted that such coating compositions represent additive compounds, that is, 
compounds added to, included to or incorporated into the positive active material. It is disclosed 
that such additive compound can be added in an amount ranging from 0.4 to 1 .0 % by weight 
(EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular, EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % of the borate powder 
(EXAMPLE 3) (^emphasis added). 
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In spite of these disclosures, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the specific weight percent of the additive compound of 
Amatucci et al in the positive active material of the '435 patent as the Amatucci et al disclose 
that positive active materials having such additive weight percent exhibit improved cycle 
capacity and electrochemical performance. Furthermore, Amatucci et al directly teach the use of 
additive compound within the claimed range; and with sufficient specificity. 



5. Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 -5 and 1 2- 1 7 of U.S. Patent No. 6753 111. 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because of the following reasons: 

The ' 1 1 1 patent claims the following (CLAIMS 1-5 and 12-17): 

1. A positive active material for a rechargeable lithium 
battery comprising: 

a core comprising a lithiatcd compound, the lilhialed 

compound comprising a secondary panicle having an 5 

average size larger than or equal to 1 tan and smaller 

than 10 /an in diameter, the secondary particle being 

formed of an igglomcrati i m ii 1 j rimary particles 

of an average size of 1 to 3 urn in diameter; and 
a surface-treatment layer on the core, the surface- 10 

treatment layer comprising a coatitig-clcment-inchidcd 

oxide or a coating-element-included hydroxide, 

oxyhydioxide, oxycarbonale, hydroxycarbonate or a 

mixture thereof. 
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2. The positive active material according io claim. 1, 15 
wherein the IhliuMtd compound is at icat.t nnc i-emipotintf 
>c!> i i In i il z> > p as- is il >nij t.n Is rep re- 
sented by the formate* 1 to 11: 



.UMs.i, .M'.A, 




I.i<Ni, > .,Vf : ;>r.A, < 

I N .Vi^i'.O ..\ , 



M is- Ni or Co, 

M' is ai Seast one e totc-rU sekv'teci .torn (hi; group 

consisting of AL Ni, Co. Ci\ Fe. Mg, Sr. V, Sc. Y, La, 
Ce, Pr. Nd, I'm, Sm, Kii, GO. Tb. Ov, Ho. Tro, Yb, 
Lm, Ac, Th, and .Pa, 
M" :is> ;ts to one demen; sUixted dwn fttv sr»mj> 
eofsskiiug of AI. Or. Mn, i-c M tt . Sf . V, Sc. Y, La, Ce, 
Pr. Nil, Pm, Sm. Lu, Gd. T:h, Dv, Ho. H. Tn,, Yb, Lis. 



A is selected t'tom site group consisting of O. F. S and P, " 

X is ivd.ecfcd from i.ht; aroi.ip coimsSioE; pii F. S and P 

3. The pt.:sitivL at-iivv material accord ine, So claim i. 

wh«r«»n wittims vK-ukui is. wK^tuU Simw ibe group ff 

oofisisJins; .,1 \5 . At. * o. K.N:,, 0,0 Si. Il V. <ie. (Via, B.As. 
a«t3 Zr. 

4. Th... positive active material .'leexuviini:, to claim .1., 
wboxta the coiidoil of J ho coating iito>*nl of tin- scrfacc- 

tre aimens layer is 2xKr ? io 1 \vi 'ft based on the weight of w 
positive active oiaterte! 

5. file pusilJvv att.ive material accordjoa, so claim 4. 
wjjotcio lite eoiitcsn et i\ K coamot e-esoesn or t j K surface 

i i I v o im i ( » I < t fitt 



In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the patent claims, 
thus, the application claims are anticipated by the patent claims. Accordingly, a broad 
limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow limitation/range which lies within the broad 
limitation. In re Goodman. It is also noted that the specific weight percent of the additive 
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compound is an obvious variation of the claimed invention in the '111 patent claims as claims 4- 
5 thereof specifically claims the particular weight percent. 



6. Claims 1 and 10 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-15, 28-30, 32-35 of 
copending Application No. 10/189384 (US Patent Application Publication 2003/0054250). 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because of the following reasons: 

The copending application'384 claims the following (claims 1-15, 28-30, 32-35): 

.1. An active material for a battery, comprising: 

a material that undergoes reversible, electrochemical oxi- 
dation-rectuctioti reactions and having a surface; 

a surface treatment layer on the surface and comprising a 
conductive agent m& at least one o:>ating-element- 
contaiumg compound selected from the group consist- 
ing of a eoating-etement-containkg hydroxide, a coat- 
ing-demenncomainmg oxyhytlroxide, a coaring- 
element-eotuaimiig oxycarbonate, a coating-element- 
containkii hvdroxycafbonate, and a mixture thereof. 
2. The active material of claim 1, wherein said material is 

selected from the group consisting of a metal, a lithium- 

containing alloy, a compound that reversibly forms a 

lithium-containing compound by a reaction with lithium 

ions, a material thai reversibly inlcrealmcs/deintereatates 

lithium ions and a Sithiated intercalation compound. 
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-continued 



gMg,Sr,V>)drarc 
:ed from the an nip 



consisting of F, S, sod P. 
5. The active materia! of claim i, wlwe.n die coating 

6 1 . ^kmn atK uuirag 

eltnteni is al ttatsl one . selected irmn t.ht: group consist tng uf 

a» alkali metal, an alkaline eattft mei.it, a gm«p la eleroetil 
of the Periodic fable, a group !4 clement of ihc Periodic 
Table, a group 15 clement of the Periodic Table, aaci a 
transition metal 

7. The active materia! of daiiu 6, wherein the coating 
clement is at least one selected bom the aroup consist inc. 'd 
Mg, Al, Co, K, Na, Ca, Si, Ti. B, As. Zf, Sn, V, cie, Ga, and 
a cotJibiijatioK thereof, 

8 1 v I , ■! 

crystal Jint: phase. 

9. flic active material of claim f, wherein a thickness of 
said smfaceorcdmerit layer is i k> .M10 urn. 

10. 'flic active material of: claim V. wherein a thickness of 
said sm face-treatment !sye : :s ! to 10O tun. 



11. The active male-rial or claim i, wherein an a«xm«1 of 
the coating ck-ntctti as 2x10" to 2' r>> weight ot the active 
material. 

.12. The active material ot" claim II, wherein ihc amount 
of the coating element is. 0.001 to i'-f by weight of the active 
material. 

13. flit: active material of claim l, wherein the conductive 
agent is at U isf on. natt st ected from the group 
consisting of a carbon-based conductive agent, a graphite- 
based conductive agent, a metal-based conductive agent, and 
a raelaliic-cwn) pound-based conductive agent 

14. 1 he. active material of claim 1, wherein tin amount of 
the conductive agent is 0.5 to im by weight of the active 
materia!. 

15. The active material ot claim M, wherein the amount 
of the conductive agent is i to 5% by weight of the active 
material 
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JS. An active material for a battery comprising: 
> material Dial has a surtax ai;d that umk-rgoes rtverMble 
clctlfociarfiicsl .>X!>i»iH.«i-r«i»flK>i> iocs ions; and 



2<) An ;ai\v oiiiuii: for a battery comprising: 

» tii.itcn.il that ),».<» a stiffen: »ik! fh« itrir)vjgoc<> roversibie 

cieulfochcnrjkal oxi"dai»-.ft-rcuuc!joi> reactions; and 
a surface. ircait.'R.r.l layer on the surface, Lite layer cioo- 
jirtsiiio a coriOncocv atacr:: ano B conia in i ecu:)- 
aoaiie selected from she jrronp con^ir.rina. of a I > 
aajiah:>e SlvdioxtiJe, a B-c-...WaiiiUlg oAvheiaioxioe. a 



i.iclirsg a contfuciivv agent ami a cituiitji demcut sowce 
to a soKv-nl selccletf iron-: tin s/oaap con*isn.»ttgof water, 
orecsmc solvent, ; : nd -a naovlnrc thereof hi prepare a 
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In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the copending 
application' 3 84 claims, thus, the application claims are anticipated by the copending 
application' 3 84claims. Accordingly, a broad limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow 
limitation/range which lies within the broad limitation. In re Goodman. It is also noted that the 
specific weight percent of the additive compound is an obvious variation of the claimed invention 
in the copending application '384 as claims 11-12 and 14-15 thereof specifically claims the 
particular weight percent. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



7. Claims 1 and 10 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 



obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-5 and 23-28 of 



copending Application No. 10/072923 (US Patent Application Publication 2003/0003352) in 



view of Amatucci et al 5705291. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 



patentably distinct from each other because of the following reasons: 



The copending application' 923 claims the following (CLAIMS 1-5 and 23-28): 

1. A positive electrode IVv a rechargeable lithium battery, 
comprising: 

a current collector; 

a positive active material layer coatee! on said current 

collector, said positive active material layer comprising 

a positive active material; and 
a surfac-e-trciitmerjt layer on said positive active material 

layer, said surface ■reamaem layer eovjiprismg a corn- 

poo ltd selected from the group consisting of a coating- 

eltnieot-irtcltidcd iivdroaodc, a coafiitg-eieraeaion- 

c! ruled oxy hydroxide, » coafing-c iemem-incf eded 

ovye arborjate. a coat trig-element- i no faded hydroxyesr- 

bortate, arid a mixture there. >!'. 

2, the positive .electrode according to claim 1, wherein 
said positive active material comprises a hr.bia.ted compound 
selected front die goatip consisting of compounds repre- 
sented by itie formulas 'i. to 13: 
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M is. one clerical detected from I tie sroup consisting; oi\Al. 

Ni, Co, Mn, Cr, Fe, Mg, Sr. V, and race earth elements, 
A is sekeicci from the group consist in t> of O. F, S. and P. 

and 

X is selected from the group consisting of F, S, and R 

3 The positive electrode ;n -cording tn claim i, wherein 
said su.rfj.ee- treatment lave; comprises a coatinti-olemeM 
selected from the S rowp consisting of Al, Co, k. N», Ca. 
Si, Ti, Sn, V, Go, Ga, B, As, and Zr. 

4. The- positive electrode ;,ca:)fo!irtg K.< claim 1, wherein 
s;od surface - i rcai me fit laser is formed by coartTjg die posi- 
tive active material layer with a coating liquid. 

5. The posin\c electrode according to claim 4, wherein 
lb« coating pnxxss includes one of it dipping method ami ii 
vacuiiin impregnation method. 



23. A. positive electrode tor a rechargeable lithium battery, 
comprising: 

a current collector; 

a positive active material layer coated on said current 

manganese chalcogenide, lithium-nickel chalcogenide 
and lilbhim-nickel manganese chalcogenide; and 
a surface-treatment layer on said positive active material 
layer, said surface treatment layer comprising a com- 




et 1 et .1 l d pi Mil-. iciiv, ill t„ I tii I pil- II 

a f .iCoO. positive active material; and 
a siiri'acc-lrcatmcnt layer disposed on said positive active 

a compound selected (ton) the group consisting of a 

eluded oxycafbGtutte, a coating-element -included 
Uydroxycaibivaidc. and a mixture ihcreof, 
where in the coating-element is one of Al and B. 
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a coatiog-e-lemtHii-iiichu-K-d compound; and 
drying the treated current collector to form the surface 
treatment fay>-f comprising; ont of the cr.ating-cJeme.rK- 
iiiclruled hyclrtfsrkic, i:>k coal i ag-cic me m-iiiclutied oxy- 
livdr oxide, I lie coats ni;-e Semen I- mcl uded oxy carbon ale, 
die coatu;g-efemenl-ij;chid^d bydroxycarborudc, aed a 
mixture thereof. 



In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the copending 



application' 923 claims, thus, the application claims are anticipated by the copending 



application' 923 claims. Accordingly, a broad limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow 



limitation/range which lies within the broad limitation. In re Goodman. 



The copending application'923 claims a positive active material as described above. 



However, the copending application'923 does not expressly claim the specific weight percent of 



the additive compound. 



Amatucci et al disclose a positive electrode comprising a lithiated composition particulate 



comprising the positive electrode which have been coated with a passivating layer of a 



composition comprising an additive compound including a hydroxide (CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, 



lines 5-25). It is noted that such coating compositions represent additive compounds, that is, 
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compounds added to, included to or incorporated into the positive active material. It is disclosed 
that such additive compound can be added in an amount ranging from 0.4 to 1 .0 % by weight 
(EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular, EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % of the borate powder 
(EXAMPLE 3) (^emphasis added). 

In spite of these disclosures, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the specific weight percent of the additive compound of 
Amatucci et al in the positive active material of the copending application'923 as the Amatucci 
et al disclose that positive active materials having such additive weight percent exhibit improved 
cycle capacity and electrochemical performance. Furthermore, Amatucci et al directly teach the 
use of additive compound within the claimed range; and with sufficient specificity. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

8. Claims 1 and 10 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 and 25-37 of 
copending Application No. 09/897445 {US Patent Application Publication 2002/0071990). 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because of the following reasons: 

The copending application'445 claims the following (CLAIMS 1-10 and 25-37): 




I ) i 1 i >jK>und re 
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)..i,N'i,. y . T Mti y M' ;; A« 
Li,Ni,. ¥ ..Mfi v M , ,0,., 



0.95Sx§l.l,O SygO.5,OgzgO.S,0Slft£2, 



is ;l( !i;a;,i o-.ji; element .-.eiueieJ fetei the group 
. n , -in- -IV N, < , li I . V. Sr. v. Sc. S I 



Md, Nw and l.f. 

, - . 1 t I s. . Y, iJf. C<f, 

Pr. Nd. Pre, Sire ta, (.d, .lie. Dv, K„. Lir, I'm. Yb. I.tl. 
A.-. Ih. S>> U Np Pu, *tm, ( m, Kk. <. I, 1 *, ) m, Mtl 

A.is set&enec! from the group consisting ol O, Jt : .. S and P, 

X is selected fan the group ctuisisfing <>i' S and E 
3. tfit e;j«iiivi neiive r.iah:ri;il of claim I vvbeie-in the 
ei .mine, cU-mcut t.f the ci-alinjj roincria! is soluble in organic 

i It , i lit 1 tht 

trsMliug. c:!i:iuciii ! .i tbs ewsti <«£ eenereil is at ittasi <>/.«: 
element -.vlee-itii from Flic e.ronji es . n s isi in::, te Me„ At. On. 
1^ I Sj i], S-> \ I , ( , ]«. \ it , , : t 

5. The positive itettve matc-i iai of ciaim i wbcrem the 
evatinj> material n rj h u . _ 3Jinv form 



iteriat of claim 9 wherein lh< 
■Mi of the o.-'aliHB. rr.uiteri&f is 
si based on She weight of tht 



25 A positive active »iatt>ri*l tor a rccba.rgecahSc lithium 
battery comprising 

a cars comprising at least one tiihiateij totnpoarKl; and 

t k. \ ii Li 

26. The positive active material of claim 25 wherein the 
Ikb.iateri compound if> at least one iiibiated coatpourid rep- 
reseated by formula* 1 to 11, 
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M' is at least one rierocnt selected from (he group 
coe.si.stmn, of Ah ,Nt. Co. Cr, ie. Mil, Sr, V. Sc. Y. i.a. 
< ■. . Pr, Nd, Pm, Sm, En. Go. lb. Dv, Ho. Pr, i m, Yb, 
l.u, Ac, Tb, Pa, U, Np. Pi!, Am, Cm. Bk, Of, Es, fra, 
M;!, No .ilk; I t, !VT is at leasi one : U:fi... .a selected from 
the n,roi>i> consbiine. of A3, Ct. Mn, t o Me. Si. V. Sc. 
Y. La. u.i'i, m. Pm, Sm. En. Gd. lb. Dy. Ho, Er,Tm. 
Yb, l.u. Ac. Th. Pa. \h Np, Pu. Am, Cm, Bk, Of, Es, 
Firs, Md, No and 1.x, 

A is selected from lite group consisting of O, F, S and P, 



2" The ]> - ti j. e > nioiit m1 A i 25 wherein Hie 
coaling element of the surface ti-ealmeiH layer is soluble (.» 
organic solvents or water. 



28. The positive active material of claim 25 wherein the 
coating element of the surface treatment layer is at. leas* one 
element selected from the group consisting of Mg, Al, Co, 
K, Nit, €a, Si, Ti, Sn, V, Ge, Ga, B, As, Zx, and a mixture 
thereof. 

2«>. The positive active material of claim 2$ wherein (he 
coaling materia! has amorphous or crystalline form. 

30. The positive active material of claim 25 wherein the 
eortletitof the eoatrng eiesijetst of she surface -Creaifssetii layer 
is 2x.l0- s to 2 percent bv weight based on the weigh! of the 
positive active material 

31. The positive active material of claim 30 wherein the 
content of the coaling etcniCHt of the swIace-treatiKtns layet 
is 0.001 to 2 percent by weight based on the weight of the 

32 A positive active materia) tor a rechargeable lithium 
b a.t te ry comprisi ag: 

a core cong s t! mn-eobah ehak igenide com- 

pound; are! 

a siirfaeeHreaimem (aver on the cote compnsiagAltOHK 
or, AiO{OH). 

33. The positive active material of claim 32 wherein ibe 
content of Al of the surfaee-tieairnent layet is 2x10"* to 2 
percent by weight based on the weight of the positive active 
mate-rial. 
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34. Tine positive active material of claim 33 wherein the 
content of Al of ihe surface-treatment layer is 0.001 to 2 
percent by weight based on the weight ot the positive active 
material 

35. A positive active material for a rechargeable litfmftii 
battery comprising: 

a core comprising a Jidntim-rnmigartese t>t lithium-cobalt 
1 i . i < mf [t d 

a sajrfaa Ip amem lava on iu con comprising 
HB(OH) 2 

36. Hie positive active material of claim 35 wherein the 
coatcrtt of B of the surface-treatment layer is 2x'W~ ;: to 2 
percent by weight based oa the weight of the positive active 
material . 

37. The positive active material nf claim 3<i wherein the 
content of B of the surhice-treaimeiti lavei is 0.001 to 2 
percent by weight based on the. weight ol the positive active 
material. 

In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the copending 
application'445 claims, thus, the application claims are anticipated by the copending 
application'445 claims. Accordingly, a broad limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow 
limitation/range which lies within the broad limitation. In re Goodman. It is also noted that the 
specific weight percent of the additive compound is an obvious variation of the claimed invention 
in the copending application '445 as claims 9-10, 30-31 and 36-37 thereof specifically claims the 
particular weight percent. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 



9. Claims 1 and 10 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-10 and 25-37 of 
copending Application No. 10/627725 (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0018429). 
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Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 
because of the following reasons: 

The copending application'725 claims the following (CLAIMS 1-10 and 25-37): 

1. A positive active material for a rechargeable lithium 
battery comprising 

a core comprising at least one lithiafed compound; and 

a surface -treatment, layer on the core comprising al least 

one coating material selected from the group consisting 

of waling clement included-nydro\idcs, oxvhydrox- 

ides, oxycarbonat.es, hydroxycarbonates and a mixture 

thereof. 

2. The positive active material of claim .1 wherein the 
lithiated compound is at least one lithiated compound rep- 
resented by (he formulas 1 to 11, 

Li^Wn^jM'yA, (1) 
lj s Ma,.. y M , y O-.. r A !; (2) 
LixMoAt.*** (3) 

ij,.Mll 2 _yM'yA 4 (4) 

Li x M 1 ..yM*yA 7 (5) 
Ij.MOj.^A, (6) 
Li.Ni^.jCs/^A, (?) 

L^NVy-^COyM'A (8) 



Co, Pr. N<t, Pni, Sm, ETti, < i«5. Tt>, Ov, Ho, H,, Tm, Yb, 
I li, At. Til. Pa, U. N p . Pu , Am. rm, ! •:, Of, I- Fin, 
Md, No ami I...r, 
M" i-s »l Ic;k-.( unc >.U..«ic;i( se te : t>> uj:i the i-rronp 
■ onsUsfim; ..if Ai, ex Nfo. E^e, Mt;. St, V. So, Y. I. .a. ere.. 

NfS. IvTO- Sir,. |;:m., Uc*. Th. l)v, Ho, J:.y. Tin. "» h, t 
Ac. Th. Pa, U. Np. Am. Cm, I *-.- . CJ.. : .s, I'm, Met, 

.A. is s,eis:ctei.) fav.ms SSn's an' 11 -"! 1 coissts,r.i nil o.f O. } '. S ;-od i* 
ttati 

Ms^l.tk ! i i Ei r in I S , P 

S,.-lVl:.l,lS Of SV;.„, ;r . 

4 ) *>•.. positive ,Liivt: iji/jscujVl! of eiAmi '> wherein r!ic ; . 



so&ring. itiii.teriaf has ajmwpho 

! 1 l e l til 
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8. Trie positive active catena) of claim 7 wherein late 
swrfect-iteaimcut layw has- a ttiickaess irs the range of: 0,1 to 

9. ' The positive active material of claim 1 wherein the 
conteni of the coating clement of the costing :-ivsfertal is 
2>;10' k> 2 percent by weight based ov; the. weight of the 
;'. •■•.;< K c active material. 

lit. VI .v rn.;hv: active material of chum <> whereto the 
coofecsS oi' the coaling ekurterat of die tnaURg material is 
i i Hi » ; s.si ^ percent by weighs based on she weight o.t the 



25. A positive active material for a rechargeable lithium 
bai iery comprising 

a core comprising at least one Jiibiaicti compound, and 
;i surface -treatment layer on the core comprising coating 
element-ivickuJeti-hydroxide cm oxy hydroxide. 

26. The positive active material of chum 25 whcic-isj the 
hthiateti compound is at feast one Initialed compound rep- 
resented by formulas 1 to .1.1, 




!:.i.,Nu.. ; ... v Mn,M' a <:),.,,X„ (III 



0.95Ss:S.!..l, OSySO.5, OSzSO.5, 0 £<*S2, 
M is Ni or Go. 

M' is ;>t least one clement selected from the group 
consisting of At. Ni. Oca. Or. Fe. Me. Sr. V. Sc,Y, La, 
Oe. Pi. No. Pm, Sin. I a. Gd, 11., Dv, Ho. Er, Tin, Yb, 
hat, Ac, Tlx, Fa, U, Np. Pii, Act, Cm, I3k„ Of, Es. Pro, 
Md, No and Lr, 

M" is at least otic element selected from the group 
consisting oi: Af, Or, Mo, Fe, Ma, Sr. V, Sc. Y, La, f c, 
t-'r, Nd, Em. Sen. B«. Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, Tvn, Yh, Lu, 
Ac. Tb, Pa, U, Np, Pu, Am. Gin, Bk. Of, Es. Fro. Md, 
No and 1 t. 

A is selected from the group consisting of O, V, S and P, 



X is selected l'tt>m the group consisting of F, S and P. 
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LiK-illll-- i e>l C li L f t It ! IS, Sit Ifl 




K, NTa, Ca, Si, Ti, Sn, V, Oe, Ga, 1.5. As, Xr, and a mixture 



2V. Thi- positive nctiM- material of claim 23 wherein the 
voaiiaj material has amorphous r.iv crystalline fmn. 

2M>. The positive active rriaiefirsi of chum 2*> wherein the 
cor. tern nl* lire ranin;., clcmviil of the .surJacc-Uc a intent layer 
is 2x:tcr 5 to 2 pe-rccot by weight baser) on the weight of the 




positive active material. 

3.2 A positive- active materia! For a rocharRt rble lithium 
battery comprising: 



i nx\ isinp , |j tiinri -cobalt oha.lcogenids com- 

a surface-treatment lavcron the core aimprisine AlfOH), 
or, AlO(Oii). 



35. The positive active material of claim ^2 vvhtoeiti :he 
content of AJ of the sijrfaec-ifeatmciit layer .is .-.x.U.r' to 2 
percent t.»v weight ixesce! on die wviutil •>( the p:>sithe active 
maiecial, " 

34. The positive active titattifai of claim 33 therein die 
content of At of the surfatx-treaiment layer i.s 0.001 lo 2 
percent by weight based on the weiabt of 1 h -c positive active 
material. 



35. A positive active material lor a icciiattjesbk lithium 
battery coinpi isintr.; 

a core coarpnsiai-' a lillriim.vmaiia.ria'se or hthium-tXihait 
cboicsig.eriiek eoetpoiiad, -caret 

a sififace.-lreatrnet.il layer ot.t the core comprising 
HH(OSl) 2 . 

36. The positive active material of claim 35 wherein the 
content uf li of the sm !acc--bc.nraef.a. Jayev is f.elO'' lo 2 
percejjiby weight based ott the weigh! of the positive active 
ma.leti.aJ. 

37. The positive active irci'eraif o: chum 3e> wherein : he 
content of B of the surfaex-trcaimeni layer is aiibl to 2 
peace nt by w h; based i t i< ve _ tl In ith ) 
material. 



In this case, the application claims are broader or more generic than the copending 
application' 725 claims, thus, the application claims are anticipated by the copending 
application' 725 claims. Accordingly, a broad limitation/range is anticipated by a narrow 
limitation/range which lies within the broad limitation. In re Goodman. It is also noted that the 
specific weight percent of the additive compound is an obvious variation of the claimed invention 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/092,300 Page 2 1 

Art Unit: 1795 

in the copending application '725 as claims 9-10, 30-31 and 36-37 thereof specifically claims the 
particular weight percent. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

12. Claims 1, 10, 38 and 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Amatucci et al 5705291 in view of the Japanese publication JP 09-171813 (hereinafter 
referred to as "the JP' 813 publication"}. 

The present claims are drawn to a positive active material composition wherein the 
disclosed inventive concept comprises the specific additive compound. 
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In reference to claims 1,10 and 40-41 : 

Amatucci et al disclose a positive electrode comprising a lithiated composition particulate 
comprising the positive electrode which have been coated with a passivating layer of a 
composition comprising a borate, lithiated borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, 
lithiated silicate or mixture thereof (ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated 
intercalation compound is coated with coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, 
lithium hydroxide , aluminum oxide, lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, 
lithium silicate or mixtures thereof (CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). It is noted that such 
coating compositions represent additive compounds, that is, compounds added to, included to or 
incorporated into the positive active material. 

It is disclosed that such additive compound can be added in an amount ranging from 0.4 
to 1 .0 % bv weight (EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular. EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % 
of the borate powder (EXAMPLE 3) (^emphasis added). 

6, A rechargeable battery cell comprising a negative 
25 electrode, a positive electrode, and an intermediate nonaque- 
ous electrolyte characterized in that said positive electrode 
comprises a particulate lithium intercalation compound the 
particles of which are coated with a passivating layer 



e. boric add, lithium hydroxide, aluminum oxide, 
lithium aluminate. lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, 
lithium silicate, or mixtures thereof. 



These objects, among others, have been achieved in the 



cell in which the surfaces of aggregate Lithiated intercalation 
composition particulates comprising the positive cell elec- 
trode have been passivated by coating or encapsulation in a 

y layer of a composition comprising a borate, lithiated borate, 
aluminate. lithiated aluminate, silicate, or lithiated silicate. 
Such a coating not only reduces the surface area, and thus 
the degree of activity, of the potentially catalytic particulate 
aggregates, but also provides a barrier layer which, while 

s limiting contact between the electrolyte and (he positive 
electrode particulates, does not seriously deter the passage of 



In a preferred embodiment of the present invention, the 
surfaces of these particulates are coated with a layer of a 
composition comprising boron oxide, boric acid, lithium 
hydroxide, aluminum oxide, lithium aluminate. lithium 
metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate, or mixtures 
thereof. In another embodiment of the present invention, the 
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It is disclosed that the coating composition has either a glassy or crystalline form (COL 4, 
lines 13-17); in particular, the borate is amorphous (EXAMPLE 1). 

With respect to the lithiated compound: Amatucci et al teach the use of LiCoO? , 
LiNiO? and Li i+ .MmCM (COL 1, line 38-42). EXAMPLES 1-3 illustrates the specific use of 
LiMn 2 0 4 (EXAMPLES 1-3). 

With respect to the specific method limitation: "the additive compound being prepared 
by the specific drying and temperature treatment (heat treatment), it is noted that a method 
limitation incorporated into a product (namely, product-by-process ) claim does not patentable 
distinguish the product because what is given patentably consideration is the product itself and 
not the manner in which the product was made. Therefore, the patentability of a product is 
independent of how it was made. 

Moreover, Amatucci et al disclose the process of annealing the material at a temperature 
in the excess of about 400 °C, preferably in the ranee of about 500-800 °C (COL 2. lines 19-29). 
Hence, it is contended that at these temperatures, the drying of liquid necessarily occurs unless 
the liquid has an evaporation point higher than 800 °C. Nevertheless, the claim language is 
silent as to the specific chemical composition of the liquid subjected to the drying step. 
In reference to claim and 10: 

Amatucci et al shows with sufficient specificity the use of H 3 B0 3 and/or B 2 0 3 compounds 
among others. Amatucci et al also disclose the use of composition comprising a borate, lithiated 
borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, lithiated silicate or mixture thereof 
(ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated intercalation compound is coated with 
coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, lithium hydroxide, aluminum oxide, 
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lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate or mixtures thereof 
(CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). 

In this respect, it is noted that EXAMPLE 3 shows the use of B? Q ^ and LiOH-ELO to 
obtain a fine lithiated powder (EXAMPLE 3 or COL 5, lines 25-45). Thus, it is contended that a 
secondary product of such mixture combination of B 2 0 3 and LiOH-H 2 0 can be a hydroxide of 
boron. 

As to claim 38: 

It is disclosed that positive electrode composition is associated with a current collector 
member all together (COL 2, lines 60-67). 

Amatucci et al'291 disclose a coated positive electrode according to the foregoing 
aspects. However, the preceding prior art fails to expressly disclose the specific thermal 
absorbent material; the specific weight percent range, and the additive compound not including 
lithium and not coating with the additive compound. 
With respect to claims 1 and 10: 

The JP'813 publication discloses a positive electrode active material including an 
inorganic material (ABSTRACT). In particular, the JP'813 publication discloses an active 
material comprising a lithiated compound and aluminum hydroxide (SECTION 0019-0021). It is 
noted that aluminum hydroxide is a thermal absorbent element. 

The JP'813 publication teaches the use of lithium multiple oxides such as LiCo02, 
LiNi02, LixNiyCol-y02 and LiMn204 (SECTION 0024). 
Concerning claim 38: 
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The JP'813 publication teaches the mixing of the lithiated compound and the aluminum 
hydroxide upon formation thereof and having deposited the composite material on the electrode 
support (SECTION 0020) including forming a composite slurry which is applied to a foil 
(SECTIONS 0035-0038). 

In view of the above, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the specific additive compound not including lithium and not coating 
with the additive compound of the JP'813 publication in the positive active material of Amatucci 
et al as the JP'813 publication teaches that such additive compound provides a positive active 
material network structure with improved load and capacity characteristics; and excellent 
charging/discharging cycle-ability. 

{Emphasis supplied-?) With respect to the specific weight percent range, it would have 
been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time the invention was made to make the positive active 
material composition of Amatucci et al-the JP'813 by having the specifically claimed weight 
percent because even though the weight percent of Amatucci et al-theJP'813 does not overlap or 
lie inside the claimed weight percent a prima facie case of obviousness exists where the claimed 
ranges and prior art ranges do not overlap but are close enough that one skilled in the art would 
have expected them to have the same properties. Titanium Metal Corp. of America v. Banner 227 
USPQ 773 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Woodruff 16 USPQ 2d 1934 (Fed. Cir. 1990); In re Aller 105 
USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). Moreover, the normal desire of scientists or artisans to improve upon 
what is already generally known provides the motivation to determine a satisfactory and 
optimum weight percent. 
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13. Claims 1, 10, 38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amatucci et al 5705291 in view of Yano et al 5827494. 

The present claims are drawn to a positive active material composition wherein the 
disclosed inventive concept comprises the specific additive compound. 
In reference to claims 1,10 and 40: 

Amatucci et al disclose a positive electrode comprising a lithiated composition particulate 
comprising the positive electrode which have been coated with a passivating layer of a 
composition comprising a borate, lithiated borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, 
lithiated silicate or mixture thereof (ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated 
intercalation compound is coated with coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, 
lithium hydroxide , aluminum oxide, lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, 
lithium silicate or mixtures thereof (CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). It is noted that such 
coating compositions represent additive compounds, that is, compounds added to, included to or 
incorporated into the positive active material. 

It is disclosed that such additive compound can be added in an amount ranging from 0.4 
to 1.0 % by weight (EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular. EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % 
of the borate powder (EXAMPLE 3 ) (^emphasis added). 

6. A rechargeable battery cell comprising a negative 

25 electrode, a positive electrode, and an intermediate nonaque- 
ous electrolyte characterized in that said positive eiecttode 
comprises a particulate lithium intercalation compound the 
particles of which are coated with a passivating layer 
comprising an annealed coating composition comprising 

34 boron oxide, boric acid, lithium hydroxide, aluminum oxide, 
lithium alurmhate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, 
lithium silicate, or mixtures thereof. 
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* These objects, among others, have been achieved in the 
present invention by means of a novel lithium intercalation 
cell ill which the surfaces of aggregate lithiated intercalation 
composition particulates comprising the positive cell elec- 
trode have been passivated by coating car encapsulation in a 

10 layer of a composition comprising a borate, lithiated borate, 
aluminate. lithiated aluminate. silicate, or lithiated silicate. 
Such a coating not only reduces the surface area, and thus 
the degree of activity, of the potentially catalytic particulate 
aggregates, but also provides a barrier layer which, while 

15 limiting contact between the electrolyte and me positive 
electrode particulates, does not seriously deter the passage of 
Li+ ions. 

In a preferred embodiment of the present invention, the 
surfaces of these particulates are coated with a layer of a 
20 composition comprising boron oxide, boric acid, lithium 
hydroxide, aluminum oxide, lithium aiumtnate. lithium 
metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate, or mixtures 
thereof. In another embodiment of the present invention, the 
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It is disclosed that the coating composition has either a glassy or crystalline form (COL 4, 
lines 13-17); in particular, the borate is amorphous (EXAMPLE 1). 

With respect to the lithiated compound: Amatucci et al teach the use of LiCoO? , 
LiNi09 and Li i+ vMn^ (COL 1, line 38-42). EXAMPLES 1-3 illustrates the specific use of 
LiMn 2 0 4 (EXAMPLES 1-3). 

With respect to the specific method limitation: "the additive compound being prepared 
by the specific drying and temperature treatment (heat treatment), it is noted that a method 
limitation incorporated into a product (namely, product-by-process ) claim does not patentable 
distinguish the product because what is given patentably consideration is the product itself and 
not the manner in which the product was made. Therefore, the patentability of a product is 
independent of how it was made. 

Moreover, Amatucci et al disclose the process of annealing the material at a temperature 
in the excess of about 400 °C, preferably in the range of about 500-800 °C (COL 2, lines 19-29). 
Hence, it is contended that at these temperatures, the drying of liquid necessarily occurs unless 
the liquid has an evaporation point higher than 800 °C. Nevertheless, the claim language is 
silent as to the specific chemical composition of the liquid subjected to the drying step. 
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In reference to claim and 10: 

Amatucci et al shows with sufficient specificity the use of H3BO3 and/or B 2 0 3 compounds 
among others. Amatucci et al also disclose the use of composition comprising a borate, lithiated 
borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, lithiated silicate or mixture thereof 
(ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated intercalation compound is coated with 
coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, lithium hydroxide, aluminum oxide, 
lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate or mixtures thereof 
(CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). 

In this respect, it is noted that EXAMPLE 3 shows the use of B? Ch and LiOH-HLO to 
obtain a fine lithiated powder (EXAMPLE 3 or COL 5, lines 25-45). Thus, it is contended that a 
secondary product of such mixture combination of B2O3 and LiOH-H 2 0 can be a hydroxide of 
boron. 

As to claim 38: 

It is disclosed that positive electrode composition is associated with a current collector 
member all together (COL 2, lines 60-67). 

Amatucci et al'291 disclose a coated positive electrode according to the foregoing 
aspects. However, the preceding prior art fails to expressly disclose the specific thermal 
absorbent material (specific hydroxide compounds) and the specific weight percent range. 
With respect to claims 1 and 10: 

Yano et al disclose electrode active material of batteries using an active material powder 
which comprises composite particles comprising Ni-hydroxide or solid solutions particles 
consisting essentially of Ni-hydroxide the surface of which is covered with a mixed of Co- 
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hydroxide and the hydroxide of at least one metal (M) selected from the group consisting of Al, 
Mg (ABSTRACT). Yano et al further disclose that as regards indium and aluminum, where the 
content of indium hydroxide or aluminum hydroxide is large, no mixed crystals were obtained 
due to separation thereof (COL 9, lines 29-33). Thus, since no crystals were obtained, such 
hydroxides are not in crystalline form, thereby, they are in amorphous form. Therefore, Yano et 
al readily envision the addition of a hydroxide of Al, Mg or Co in electrode active materials 
regardless of the specific battery environment. 

In view of the above, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the specific thermal absorbent material (specific hydroxide 
compounds) of Yano et al in the positive active material composition of Amatucci et al as Yano 
et al reveals that batteries using this electrode as positive electrode can therefore maintain, for a 
long period of time of charge-discharge cycles, the function of the increasing the conductivity of 
the electrode, thereby suppressing decrease in the discharge capacity in the course of charge- 
discharge cycles. As a result, the addition of a hydroxide of either Co, Mg or Al to an electrode 
active composition provides the benefits discussed above regardless of the specific battery 
environment. Note that the battery environment cannot be granted paten table weight because 
such a recitation occurs in the preamble, and substantially calls for an intended use of the 
positive active material composition. 

{Emphasis supplied- >) With respect to the specific weight percent range, it would have 
been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time the invention was made to make the positive active 
material composition of Amatucci et al-Yano et al by having the specifically claimed weight 
percent because even though the weight percent of Amatucci et al-Yano et al does not overlap or 
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lie inside the claimed weight percent a prima facie case of obviousness exists where the claimed 
ranges and prior art ranges do not overlap but are close enough that one skilled in the art would 
have expected them to have the same properties. Titanium Metal Corp. of America v. Banner 227 
USPQ 773 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Woodruff 16 USPQ 2d 1934 (Fed. Cir. 1990); In re Aller 105 
USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). Moreover, the normal desire of scientists or artisans to improve upon 
what is already generally known provides the motivation to determine a satisfactory and 
optimum weight percent. 

14. (At least) Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Amatucci et al 5705291 in view of the Korean publication KR 1997-56445 (heretofore the 
KR'445) [KR '445 is substantially equivalent to Korean reference KR 1999-34749 as set forth in 
the IDS dated 01/23/07 at page 6]. 

The present claims are drawn to a positive active material composition wherein the 
disclosed inventive concept comprises the specific additive compound. 
In reference to claim 1 : 

Amatucci et al disclose a positive electrode comprising a lithiated composition particulate 
comprising the positive electrode which have been coated with a passivating layer of a 
composition comprising a borate, lithiated borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, 
lithiated silicate or mixture thereof (ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated 
intercalation compound is coated with coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, 
lithium hydroxide , aluminum oxide, lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, 
lithium silicate or mixtures thereof (CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). It is noted that such 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/092,300 Page 3 1 

Art Unit: 1795 

coating compositions represent additive compounds, that is, compounds added to, included to or 
incorporated into the positive active material. 

It is disclosed that such additive compound can be added in an amount ranging from 0.4 
to 1.0 % by weight (EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular. EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % 
of the borate powder (EXAMPLE 3) (^emphasis added). 

6, A rechargeable battery cell comprising a negative 
25 electrode, a positive electrode, and an intermediate nonaque- 
ous electrolyte characterized in that said positive electrode 
comprises a particulate lithium intercalation compound the 
particles of which are coated with a passivating layer 
comprising an annealed coating composition comprising 



lithium alumina tc. lithium mctaborate, silicon dioxide. 



g the positive cell elec- 
trode have been passivated by coating or encapsulation in a 
>° layer of a composition compri si iig a borate, i thiatcd borate, 
aiuminate. lithiated aluminafe, silicate, or iithiated silicate. 
Such a coating not only reduces the surface area, and thus 
the degree of activity, of the potentially catalytic particulate 
aggregates, but also provides a barrier layer which, while 
13 limiting contact between Ihc electrolyte and file positive 
electrode particulates, does not seriously deter die passage of 

In a preferred embodiment of the present invention, the 
surfaces of these particulates are coated with a layer of a 
20 composition comprising boron oxide, boric acid. lithium 
hydroxide, aluminum oxide, lithium aiuminate. lithium 
metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate, or mixtures 
thereof. In another embodiment of the present invention, the 

It is disclosed that the coating composition has either a glassy or crystalline form (COL 4, 
lines 13-17); in particular, the borate is amorphous (EXAMPLE 1). 

With respect to the lithiated compound: Amatucci et al teach the use of LiCoO? , 
LiNiO? and Li i+ ,Mn 2 04 (COL 1, line 38-42). EXAMPLES 1-3 illustrates the specific use of 
LiMn 2 0 4 (EXAMPLES 1-3). 

With respect to the specific method limitation: "the additive compound being prepared 
by the specific drying and temperature treatment (heat treatment), it is noted that a method 



limitation incorporated into a product (namely, product-by-process ) claim does not patentable 
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distinguish the product because what is given patentably consideration is the product itself and 
not the manner in which the product was made. Therefore, the patentability of a product is 
independent of how it was made. 

Moreover, Amatucci et al disclose the process of annealing the material at a temperature 
in the excess of about 400 °C. preferably in the ranee of about 500-800 °C (COL 2, lines 19-29). 
Hence, it is contended that at these temperatures, the drying of liquid necessarily occurs unless 
the liquid has an evaporation point higher than 800 °C. Nevertheless, the claim language is 
silent as to the specific chemical composition of the liquid subjected to the drying step. 
In reference to claim and 10: 

Amatucci et al shows with sufficient specificity the use of H3BO3 and/or B2O3 compounds 
among others. Amatucci et al also disclose the use of composition comprising a borate, lithiated 
borate, aluminate, lithiated aluminate, silicate, lithiated silicate or mixture thereof 
(ABSTRACT). It is also disclosed that the lithiated intercalation compound is coated with 
coating compositions comprising boron oxide, boric acid, lithium hydroxide, aluminum oxide, 
lithium aluminate, lithium metaborate, silicon dioxide, lithium silicate or mixtures thereof 
(CLAIMS 1 and 6/ COL 2, lines 5-25). 

In this respect, it is noted that EXAMPLE 3 shows the use of B z Ch and LiOH-H 2 0 to 
obtain a fine lithiated powder (EXAMPLE 3 or COL 5, lines 25-45). Thus, it is contended that a 
secondary product of such mixture combination of B2O3 and LiOH-H 2 0 can be a hydroxide of 
boron. 



Application/Control Number: 10/092,300 Page 33 

Art Unit: 1795 

Amatucci et al'291 disclose a coated positive electrode according to the foregoing 
aspects. However, the preceding prior art fails to expressly disclose the specific thermal 
absorbent material (specific hydroxide compounds) and the specific weight percent range. 
With respect to claim 1 : 

The KR'445 discloses that a Co-based hydroxide complex material is added to an 
electrochemically active material to increase the capacity of a cell containing the same (See 
ABSTRACT). 

In view of the above, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the specific thermal absorbent material (specific hydroxide 
compounds) of the KR'445 in the positive active material composition of Amatucci et al as the 
KR'445 teaches that a Co-based hydroxide complex material is added to an electrochemically 
active material to increase the capacity of a cell containing the same. In consequence, the 
addition of such a Co-based hydroxide material to an electrode active composition provides the 
benefits discussed above regardless of the specific battery environment. Note that the battery 
environment cannot be granted patentable weight because such a recitation occurs in the 
preamble, and substantially calls for an intended use of the positive active material composition. 

(Emphasis supplied-)-) With respect to the specific weight percent range, it would have 
been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time the invention was made to make the positive active 
material composition of Amatucci et al-the KR'445 by having the specifically claimed weight 
percent because even though the weight percent of Amatucci et al-the KR'445 does not overlap 
or lie inside the claimed weight percent a prima facie case of obviousness exists where the 
claimed ranges and prior art ranges do not overlap but are close enough that one skilled in the art 
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would have expected them to have the same properties. Titanium Metal Corp. of America v. 
Banner 227 USPQ 773 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Woodruff 16 USPQ 2d 1934 (Fed. Cir. 1990); In 
re Alter 105 USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). Moreover, the normal desire of scientists or artisans to 
improve upon what is already generally known provides the motivation to determine a 
satisfactory and optimum weight percent. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 03/2 1 /08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Examiner still remains unpcrsuadcd. 

2. Applicant is now of the view that the amendatory language "physically mixed with the 
positive active material" helps to define patentable subject matter over the art of record because 
most of the cited references encompass, one way or another, embodiments where there is a 
coating layer deposited over the surface of active material, thereby not being physically mixed. 
As best understood, it appears that applicant believes that the coating material of the prior art is 
not contacting or lying over or resting on the surface of the active material. Apparently, applicant 
is under the wrong impression that the coating layer may be "floating" over the surface of the 
active material. Well, the examiner is in total disagreement. It is strenuously contended that the 
additive compound in the form of coating is physically mixed with the active material at least at 
the interface . There is a necessary contact between the coating layer and the surface of the active 
material where they touch each other (at the interface), otherwise it would be impossible to 
deposit, maintain and retain the coating layer thereon. The contact described by the Examiner 
hereinbefore causes the coating layer(s) to be in physical contact with the active material as 
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instantly claimed. Otherwise stated, the phrase "physically mixed" by its own plain meaning or 
in its broadest reasonable interpretation does not exclude the physical contact or mixing effect of 
those components at the place they necessarily touch each other. 

3 . With respect to applicant's arguments about the apparent unexpected results obtained by 
using the specific method of preparation of the active material, the Examiner still stands by his 
comments below. That is to say, to date, no objective or sound evidence has been provided by 
the applicant to show or demonstrate the presence of such results. Therefore, the body of 
evidence before the Examiner is insufficient, incomplete and unsatisfactory to have a factual 
determination. 

4. With respect applicant's arguments concerning the comparison between the 
"commercially available additive" and the prior art additives, the Examiner still stands by his 
comments below. Since "the commercially available additive" is in no way the same material as 
or an equivalent material to disclosed additive material, there is no sufficient ground to associate 
the properties and/or characteristics thereof to the disclosed additive material, and no further 
evidence has been advanced by the applicant. Therefore, the target of comparing vis-a-vis the 
claimed additive against the disclosed additive has not been met yet. 

5. (Emphasis added— >) In a relevant statement, the Examiner now adds the following 
precedent determination to further support the here presented prima-facie cases of obviousness: 

If a technique has been used to improve one material or product {adding a specific 
additive material made at least of a hydroxide-based compound to electrochemical active 
materials), and a person of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that it would improve similar 
materials or products in the same way {another electrochemical active material) using the known 



Application/Control Number: 10/092,300 Page 36 

Art Unit: 1795 

technique is obvious unless its actual application is beyond his or her skill. See KSR Int'l Co. v. 
Teleflex, Inc., 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1739 (U.S. 2007) & KSR International Co. v. Teflex Inc., 550 US, 
82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007). 

Stated differently, additive materials made at least of a hydroxide-based compound are 
familiar elements, additives, or features in this art, both individually and in combination, and the 
combination of these familiar elements, additives, features with the electrode material of 
Amatucci et aP291 according to known methods or techniques is likely to be obvious when it 
does no more than yield predictable results as here {i.e., an effective electrode material). See KSR 
Int'l Co. v. Teleflex, Inc., 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1739 (U.S. 2007). 

If a person of ordinary skill can implement a predictable variation or obtain a predictable 
result or characteristic, 35 USC 103 likely bars its patentability. See KSR Int'l Co. v. Teleflex, 
Inc., 127 S. Ct. 1727, 1739 (U.S. 2007) & KSR International Co. v. Teflex Inc., 550 US, 82 
USPQ2d 1385 (2007). 

6. With respect to the art rejections, applicant has advanced that "the additive recited in the 
claims, exhibits better life cycle characteristics, compared to the commercially available 
additive, when prepared as recited in the independent claims'", therefore, the prima-facie case of 
obviousness has been overcome by the showing of unexpected results. In reply, the examiner 
points out that applicant is comparing his additive with "the commercially available additive" 
but not to the additive disclosed by the prior art. Therefore, applicant's rationale is insufficient to 
overcome the prior art of record as applicant has failed to come forward with objective evidence 
demonstrating unexpected results when compared to the additive formed by the combination of 
the prior art. There is no evidence of record to show that the characteristics and properties of the 
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commercially available additive are the same or substantially the same as the characteristics and 
properties of the prior art additive. The burden is on the applicant to show differenced in product 
comparison. 

- MPEP 716.02(e) [R-2] Comparison With Closest Prior Art establishes this: 
"An affidavit or declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 must compare the claimed subject 

matter with the closest prior art to be effective to rebut a prima facie case of 
obviousness. In re Burckel, 592 F.2d 1175, 201 USPQ 67 (CCPA 1979)" 

- MPEP 2112 [R-3] Requirements of Rejection Based on Inherency; Burden of 
Proof establishes this: 

"[TJhe PTO can require an applicant to prove that the prior art products do not 
necessarily or inherently possess the characteristics of his [or her] claimed product. 
Whether the rejection is based on inherency' under 35 U.S.C. 102, on prima facie 
obviousness' under 35 U.S.C. 103, jointly or alternatively, the burden of proof is the 
same... [footnote omitted]. " The burden of proof is similar to that required with respect to 
product-by-process claims. In re Fitzgerald, 619 F.2d 67, 70, 205 USPQ 594, 596 
(CCPA 1980) (quoting In re Best, 562 F.2d 1252, 1255, 195 USPQ 430, 433-34 
(CCPA 1977)). 

7. With respect to the product-by-process issue, applicant is reminded that independent 
claims 1,10 and 40-41 recite a method step in an attempt to distinguish the positive active 
material by the way it is prepared. Thus, unless the Examiner is missing something or unaware of 
other rules, those claims qualify as product-by-process claims. 
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Concerning this matter, MPEP 2113 [R-l] Product-by-Process Claims establishes the 
following: ONCE A PRODUCT APPEARING TO BE SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL IS 
FOUND AND A REJECTION MADE, THE BURDEN SHIFTS TO THE APPLICANT TO 
SHOW AN UNOBVIOUS DIFFERENCE 

"The Patent Office bears a lesser burden of proof in making out a case of prima facie 
obviousness for product-by-process claims because of their peculiar nature " than when a 
product is claimed in the conventional fashion. In re Fessmann, 489 F.2d 742, 744, 180 USPQ 
324, 326 (CCPA 1974). Once the examiner provides a rationale tending to show that the claimed 
product appears to be the same or similar to that of the prior art, although produced by a 
different process, the burden shifts to applicant to come forward with evidence esta blishing an 
unobvious difference between the claimed product and the prior art product. In re Marosi, 710 
F.2d 798, 802, 218 USPQ 289, 292 (Fed. Cir.1983) 

Accordingly, the examiner also asserts that it is not enough that applicant's 
representative personally believes that the prior art's positive active material does not possess the 
same structure or characteristic as applicant's positive active material. That is to say, the 
arguments of counsel cannot take the place of evidence in the record. An assertion of what seems 
to follow from common experience is just attorney argument and not the kind of factual evidence 
that is required to rebut a prima facie case of inherent anticipation/obviousness (See MPEP 
716.01 and 2145: Consideration of Applicant's Rebuttal Arguments). 

So far, applicant has not provided any evidence whatsoever which may be used in favor 
of determining patentability of his invention. Upon showing of objective or sound evidence, 
favorable consideration may be given to the present application as long as the evidence/results be 
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commensurate in scope with the present invention. A mere allegation that applicant's additive 
shows unexpected results when compared against an additive other than the one disclosed in the 
prior art do not rise to or surpass the level intended by the product-by-process, inherency or 
unexpected results rules as set forth in the MPEP. 

8. The examiner does not agree with applicant's characterization of the double patenting 
references. The examiner very believes that the scope of the subject matter claimed by the double 
patenting references is well within the scope of the invention currently sought by the applicant. 
Thus, the previous double patenting rejection are maintained for the reasons of record. 

Applicant is kindly reminded that timely filed terminal disclaimers in compliance with 37 
CFR 1.321(c) may be used to overcome actual or provisional rejections based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground. At this point of the prosecution, the submission of respective terminal 
disclaimers is suggested to reduce the number of issues pending in the present application. 

9. The gist of applicant's arguments is premised on the assertion that the prior art of record 
does not teach the specific weight percent of the additive compound ranging between 0.1 and 0.3 
weight %. Concerning this matter, as indicated in the rejections supra, (emphasis supplied-*) it 
would have been obvious to a skilled artisan at the time the invention was made to make the 
positive active material composition of Amatucci et al-the JP'813 or Amatucci et al-Yano et al 
by having the specifically claimed weight percent because even though the weight percent of 
Amatucci et al-the JP'813 or Amatucci et al-Yano et al does not overlap or lie inside the claimed 
weight percent a prima facie case of obviousness exists where the claimed ranges and prior art 
ranges do not overlap but are close enough that one skilled in the art would have expected them 
to have the same properties. Titanium Metal Corp. of America v. Banner 227 USPQ 773 (Fed. 
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Cir. 1985); In re Woodruff 16 USPQ 2d 1934 (Fed. Cir. 1990); In re Alter 105 USPQ 233 
(CCPA 1955). Moreover, the normal desire of scientists or artisans to improve upon what is 
already generally known provides the motivation to determine a satisfactory and optimum weight 
percent. 

10. In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation "for a rechargeable lithium battery" 
has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble 
is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process 
or the intended use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the 
preamble for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to 
stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 
F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 

11. In response to applicant's argument that 'for a rechargeable lithium battery", a recitation 
of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from 
the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the 
claim. 

12. One more time , the arguments raised by the applicant constitute a substantial repetition of 
the same previously presented arguments. Thus, the examiner's response will be repeated here 
for the convenience of the applicant. 

13. The main contention of applicant's argument is premised on the assertion that "the 
JP'813 discloses using aluminum hydroxide as an additive compound in an amount of 10 weight 
percent in the production of the positive electrode. . .and not in an amount at or between 0. 1 
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weight % and 1 weight % based on the weight of the positive active material composition". In 
this respect, it is particularly noted that while applicant's statement about the teachings of the 
JP'813 is correct, applicant has completely overlooked the essence of the rejection. In other 
words, applicant has conveniently ignored the statutory basis used herein to reject claims 1-2, 5, 
10-11, 13 and 38-39. Applicant is respectfully reminded that the foregoing claims have been 
rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Amatucci et al'291 in view of the 
JP'813 publication. That being said, applicant is again reminded that 35 USC 103 statute 
permits, allows or approves the use of multiple (more than one) references to fully address the 
claimed limitations of an invention. This is exactly what the examiner has done, so far, in order 
to constructively address all the limitations. Applicant has argued that "Because there is no 
teaching or suggestion in JP'813 of using an additive compound in the amount recited in 
independent claims 1 and 10, it would not have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Amatucci with JP'8 13". However, applicant has been clearly and repeatedly instructed 
by the examiner that the primary reference (i.e. Amatucci) discloses all the claimed limitations 
except the specific additive compound , that is to say, only the additive compound is not taught in 
Amatucci, not its respective weight amount. As just mentioned above, Amatucci discloses the 
use of additive compounds which can added in an amount ranging from 0.4 to 1.0 % by weight 
(EXAMPLES 1-3). In particular, EXAMPLE 3 shows the addition of 0.4 % of an additive 
powder (EXAMPLE 3) (<— emphasis added). Stated somewhat differently, the primary reference 
does fully, completely and fairly address the limitation concerning the specific additive amount 
but it does not disclose the specific additive compound . And, to remedy such a deficiency the 
secondary reference (the JP'813) has been introduced or cited because the JP'813 does suggest 
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an active material comprising a lithiated compound and aluminum hydroxide together or 
collectively. As such, a 35 USC 103 rejection combining these two references was issued. 
Nothing more, nothing less. Accordingly, the examiner verily believes that his 103 rejection is an 
appropriate and genuine action as a strong prima-facie case of obviousness has been fairly 
presented to the applicant. 

14. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found cither in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 
In this case, the two references are found to be pertinent to each other as well as to the field of 
applicant 's endeavor because the two references encompass positive electrode material 
including a lithiated compound and an additional component (additive). Thus, the chemical 
environment or chemistry of two references ' active material is so similar and compatible that 
one of ordinary skill in the art would necessarily end up looking at both references, singly or 
collectively, in order to address the limitations of the claimed positive active material. Thus, the 
very similar and compatible chemical environment or chemistry and field of endeavor of 
Amatucci et al and the JP '813 would suggest the desirability of their combination. 

15. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
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long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

The following responses to applicant's arguments have been presented in previous office 
actions and are herein repeated to further address applicant's arguments and maintained for the 
reasons of record: 

16. The main contention of applicant's arguments is premised on the assertion that the 
primary reference "fails to teach or suggest an amorphous additive compound" (See amendment 
of 08/12/05 at page 9, 5 th full paragraph) because "Amatucci discloses using a film for 
coating. . .wherein the suitable materials for such coating film are either in a crystalline or glassy 
form, such as borates or aluminates (column 4, lines 9-15)" (See amendment of 08/12/05 at page 
9, 3 rd full paragraph). First of all, the examiner likes to point out that applicants have admitted 
that the prior art of record does use glassy form materials for coating. In this regard, applicants 
are then respectfully requested to double check and review their assertion, and thus, re-evaluate 
and reconsider their position because those of ordinary skill in the art know that a glassy material 
(glass) stands for any of various amorphous materials formed from a melt by cooling to rigidity 
without crystallization (Refer to Merriam-Webster's, Collegiate Dictionary, 10 th Edition). 
Thus, a glassy material does not crystallize, thereby, it does not possess a crystalline structure. 
Simply put, glassy materials are amorphous materials. Hence, applicant's arguments with respect 
to the lack of an amorphous additive compound are in error and completely inapposite. 
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1 7. Since applicants have overcome the 35 USC 102 rejection, the examiner will only 
address applicants' arguments concerning the 35 USC 103 rejection. In this regard, the principal 
contention of applicant's arguments is premised on the assertion that the prior art of record fails 
to reveal the specific amount (weight percent) of additive compound in the positive electrode. 
However, this assertion is not sufficient to overcome the rejection because the prior art (i.e. 
Amatucci et al'291 and the JP'813 publication) in combination does disclose the use of additive 
compound within the claimed range. Indeed, applicants' attention is particularly directed to 
EXAMPLES 1-3 in the Amatucci et al reference. Those examples clearly show using the 
specific claimed amount of additive compound in the positive electrode. Applicant is reminded 
that the test for obviousness is what the combined teachings of the references would have 
suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981). 

Therefore, in view of the foregoing teachings, the examiner believes that it is fairly 
reasonable to contend that those of ordinary skill in the art would have sufficient sophistication 
to recognize that the specific additive compound of the JP'813 publication may be added by 
using exactly the same amount/percent as disclosed in Amatucci et al'291. Simply put, given that 
Amatucci et al'291 evidently teaches the use of an additive compound within the claimed range, 
the skilled artisan will only need to substitute the JP'813 publication additive in the positive 
electrode of Amatucci et al'291. Stated somewhat differently, not because Amatucci et al'291 
fail to disclose the specific additive compound (the material) per se , it means that the additive 
compound of the JP'813 publication cannot be added in the same manner and amount as 
Amatucci et al'291 instruct to add their additive compounds, that is to say, nothing in the 
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Amatucci et al'291 reference precludes the use of other additive compounds, in particular, the 
additive compounds of the JP'813 publication. Thus, in the event that applicants eventually 
argue that the examiner's position is improper, applicant is now advised that showing of 
objective evidence would be necessary to demonstrate that the use of the additive compound of 
the JP'813 publication, when used as taught (i.e. in the same amount/proportion) in Amatucci et 
al'291, would cause detrimental or deleterious damage(s) to the positive active material of 
Amatucci et al'291. Therefore, the burden would be shifted to the applicants to provide such 
objective evidence. 

18. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). This is to address applicant's 
arguments regarding the discussion of the references by itself, alone or singly. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Raymond Alejandro whose telephone number is (571) 272-1282. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (8:00 am - 6:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick J. Ryan can be reached on (571) 272-1292. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Raymond Alejandro/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1795 



